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No. CV-88-1786-JMI(Ex) 
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DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR 
CHANGE OF VENUE TO 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, et al.. 

Defendants. 


AND RELATED COUNTER CLAIM 


Date: August 17, 1992 
Time: 10:00 a.m. 

Ctrm: Hon. James M. Ideman 


I. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

Defendants now lay before the Court their motion to transfer 
venue of this case to the Northern District of Texas. This motion 


should be rejected for a number of reasons. 

Those reasons include: 

1. The motion is an effort to accomplish indirectly what 
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defendants sought to do directly right before this case 
was last set for trial: disqualify this Court from 
sitting on the case. 

2. The motion is untimely because defendants have known of 
the existence and whereabouts of the witnesses they 
provide as reasons for the transfer for four years. 

3. Were transfer effectuated, defendants would accomplish 
an interference with the Aznarans' ability to be 
effectively represented by competent counsel. 

4. Were transfer effectuated, defendants would eliminate 
the Court most familiar with Scientology-related 
litigation in general, and this litigation in particular 
from sitting on the case. 

5. Were transfer accomplished, the Court most familiar with 
the applicable state law would be eliminated. 

6. Were transfer accomplished, the case would be delayed in 
getting to trial. 

7. Were the transfer accomplished, the plaintiffs' choice 
of forum would be defeated. 

8. There are more witnesses who live in the Los Angeles 
area possessing testimony on issues more pertinent to 
the litigation than the witnesses in Texas. 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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II. THE MOTION TO TRANSFER SHOULD BE DENIED 

A. General Governing Standards 

The United States Supreme Court stated the gist of a 28 
U.S.C. § 1404 (a) V motion to change venue as follows: 

The idea behind § 1404 (a) is that where a 
7 civil action 7 to vindicate a wrong - however 
brought in a court - presents issues and 
requires witnesses that make one District 
Court more convenient than another, the trial 
judge can, after findings, transfer the whole 
action to a more convenient court. 77 
Continental Grain Company v. The FBL-585 (1960) 364 U.S. 19, 26. 

When deciding the issue, the proper procedure to be employed 
is a factually analytical, case-by-case determination of 
convenience and fairness. Van Dusen v. Barrack (1964) 376 U.S. 
612, 622. In determining whether or not to exercise its 
discretion to transfer an action on the basis of 28 U.S.C. § 1404 
(a), the court may consider a myriad of factors. Houk v. 
Kimberly-Clark Corp. (D.C.Mo. 1985) 613 F.Supp. 923, 927. 

The relevant factors that are the subject of the trial 
court's exercise of its wide discretion include: 

1. Plaintiff's choice of forum; 

2. Relative ease of access to sources of proof; 

3. Availability of compulsory process for attendance of 
unwilling witnesses; 

1 The language of the pertinent provision of the statute 
is: "For the convenience of parties and witnesses, in the interest 
of justice, a district court may transfer any civil action to any 
other district or division where it might have been brought. 77 
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4. Cost of obtaining attendance of unwilling witnesses; 

5. Possibility of a view of the premises, if appropriate; 

6. All other practical considerations making trial easy, 
expeditious and inexpensive; 

7. Enforceability of a judgment if obtained; 

8. Relative congestion of court dockets; 

9. Relationship to the litigation of the community from 
which jurors will be drawn; 

10. Familiarity of the forum with the state law governing a 
diversity case. 

Gulf Oil Corp. v. Gilbert (1947) 330 U.S. 501, 508-09. 

The movant must show there is a ''clear balance of 
inconvenience" which compels the court to transfer the action. 
Countryman v. Stein Roe & Farnham (N.D.I11. 1987) 681 F.Supp. 479, 

482; Ford Motor Co. v. Rvan (2nd Cir. 1950) 182 F.2d 329, 330 

("defendant has the burden of making a strong case for a 
transfer.") 

"It is incumbent upon the party seeking 
transfer to make a clear showing that the 
balance of interests weighs in favor of the 
proposed transfer, and unless that balance is 
strongly in favor of the moving party, the 
plaintiff's choice of forum should not be 
disturbed. [Citations.] Where the balance of 
relevant factors is equal or only slightly in 
favor of the movant, the motion to transfer 
should be denied." 

Houk v. Kimberly-Clark Corp. (D.C.Mo. 1985) 613 F.Supp. 923, 928. 
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Even where, after balancing all the factors the equities lean 
slightly to movant, the result will be denial. Blumenthal v. 
Management Assistance. Inc. (E.D.I11. 1979) 480 F.Supp. 470, 474. 

The weighing of factors for and against transfer involves 
subtle considerations and is best left to the discretion of the 
trial judge. Commodity Futures Trading Com / n v. Savage (9th Cir. 
1979) 611 F.2d 270, 279. 

A judicial rejection of a Section 1404 (a) motion is not 
appealable as a final judgment. Kasev v. Molybdenum (9th Cir. 
1969) 408 F.2d 16, 18. Although the Court of appeal reserves the 
"naked power" to issue a writ of mandamus on a Section 1404 (a) 
ruling, "[t]his does not mean that review on mandamus is available 
in all instances" for the issuance thereof is only to be exercised 
in the "sound discretion of the court." Pacific Car and Foundry 
v. Pence (9th Cir. 1968) 403 F.2d 949, 952. Indeed, "only in rare 
instances have appellate courts overridden a trial court's 
decision not to transfer." Commodity Futures Trading Com'n v. 
Savage (9th Cir. 1979) 611 F.2d 270, 279. 

"We decline to issue the writ when it appears 
from a well-reasoned holding by the trial 
judge that he had considered the issues listed 
in 1404 (a) and has made his decision 

accordingly." 

Kasev v. Molybdenum (9th Cir. 1969) 408 F.2d 16, 20. 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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B. Reasons Whv The Motion To Transfer Should Be Denied 

1. The Motion Is A Back Door Attempt At Recusal 

On September 4, 1991, a little more than one month 
before trial on this cause was scheduled to commence, defendants 
filed their motion to recuse this Court in all of the four cases 
over which it presided where Scientology-related entities were 
parties. When the Honorable Spencer Letts denied the recusal 
motion on all four cases, defendants unsuccessfully sought a writ 
from the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeal, and then, also 
unsuccessfully, sought certiorari from the United States Supreme 
Court. Now that there is nowhere left for defendants to go in 
their effort to rid themselves of the control of this court, they 
seek to do indirectly what they have been thwarted from doing 
directly: recuse the Honorable James M. Ideman. 

Since the court, when ruling on a Section 1404 (a) motion 
must do so "in perspective with the surrounding circumstances," 
Securities and Exchange Com / n v. Savov Industries (D.C. Cir 1978) 
587 F.2d 1149,1156, it should take into consideration defendants' 
past efforts to disqualify the Court, in conjunction with the fact 
that the Court denied all defendants' "dispositive" motions per 
its Order filed herein on June 25, 1992. 

2. The Motion Is Untimely 

Scientology has known about the following witnesses 
since the completion of the Aznaran's deposition in the summer 
1989, but has chosen not to take their depositions, or bring the 
instant motion until after its effort to disqualify the Court had 
run its course: 
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► 

Dean 

Stokes. 

!/ 

► 

Whit Whitford. 

► 

Pat Stetsell. 

V 

► 

Ken Kizer. f/ 

► 

Karen 

McRae. 


► 

Melina Cockrell. 

► 

Ryan 

Krause. 

!/ 

► 

William Neil. 

► 

Nedra 

Kyles. 


► 

Matthew Shugart. 

► 

Tammy 

McElroy. 

1/ 

► 

Michael Clerk. 

► 

Mike 

Albright. 


► 

Gary Franks, f/ 


Scientology took the depositions of the following witnesses 
in the summer of 1988: 


Marjorie Aznaran. f/ 
Evelyn McRae. 11 


William Aznaran. 10 
Jack McRae if/ 


2 See Exhibit A to Declaration of Ford Greene, Richard 
Aznaran deposition (RA Depo), June 13, 1989, at p. 497; and 
Exhibit B, RA Depo, July 5, 1988, at p. 276; Exhibit E, Deposition 
of Vicki Aznaran ("VA Depo"), June 28, 1988, at p. 1236. 

3 See Exhibit E, VA Depo, June 28, 1988, at p. 526. 

Exhibit B, RA Depo, July 5, 1988, at p. 308-09; Exhibit 
E, Deposition of Vicki Aznaran ("VA Depo"), June 28, 1988, at p. 
1248-49. 


5 

Exhibit 

See 
B, RA 

Exhibit A, 
Depo, July 

RA 

5, 

Depo, 

1988, 

June 
at p. 

13, 1989, at p. 
328. 

505; and 

6 

See 

Exhibit D, 

RA 

Depo, 

June 

14, 

1989, at p. 

699. 

7 

See 

Exhibit A, 

RA 

Depo, 

June 

13, 

1989, at p. 

519. 

8 

See 

Exhibit B, 

RA 

Depo, 

July 

5, 

1989, at p. 

266; Exhibit 


E, VA Depo, June 28, 1988, at 526. 

9 See Exhibit G, caption page of Deposition of Marjorie 
Aznaran, July 26, 1988. 

10 See Exhibit H, caption page of Deposition of William 
Aznaran, July 26, 1988. 

11 See Exhibit I, caption page of Deposition of Evelyn 
McRae, July 27, 1988. 
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Defendants have had three or four years to bring the instant 
motion, but for obvious reasons have chosen not to do so. 

The proffer of the testimony of prospective witnesses by 
giving their names and a general summary of their testimony must 
"be placed in perspective with the surrounding circumstances." 
Securities and Exchange Com / n . 587 F.2d at 1156. In Securities 
and Exchange Com / n . the court of appeal criticized a Section 1404 
(a) motion that was brought one week before trial supported by the 
excuse that the motion followed an extended effort by the defense 
to obtain certain witnesses' agreement to voluntarily appear. The 
court noted: 

"This explanation does not suffice to offset 
the fact that the unavailability of these 
witnesses could have been ascertained and 
disclosed at an earlier time. Appellant was 
free to make the proffer at any time." 

Securities and Exchange Com'n . 587 F.2d at 1157. The situation at 
bar is identical to that expressed by the district court in 
Securities and Exchange Com'n when it denied a section 1404 (a) 
motion, "we have spent a certain amount of time on this case. We 
are familiar with it. It is ready for trial." Id. 587 F.2d at 
1153. 

In addition to being an effort to achieve the back door 
disqualification of Judge Ideman, the motion to transfer is yet 
another effort at delaying a trial. If "the filing of the motion 
for transfer is a dilatory tactic, a district court may deny the 

12 (. . .continued) 

12 See Exhibit J, caption page of Deposition of Jack McRae, 
July 27, 1988. 


Page 8. 


P1AIKTTFPS* OPPOSmON TO HOmOM PO« CHANGE Of VENUE 















1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 


motion for transfer." McGraw-Edison Company v. Van Pelt (8th Cir. 
1965) 350 F.2d 361. 

In one case plaintiff brought a motion to transfer one year 
and four months after he filed his lawsuit. The reason he 
provided to the court for filing the suit in the original 
jurisdiction was because at the time of said filing he was "near 
death." The court denied the motion because of the delay because 
he was discharged from the hospital one week after the lawsuit was 
filed. Trader v. Pop & Talbot E.D.Pa. 1961) 190 F.Supp. 282, 283. 

The situation is similar here. Defendants knew about all 
their Texas witnesses three and four years ago, but did nothing to 
transfer the case which defendants are now so convinced should be 
transferred. Indeed, as discussed in the next section, the Ninth 
Circuit has held that it is not in the interests of justice to 
transfer a case that has long been pending and is ready for trial. 

3. Long-Pending Litigation Should Not Be Transferred 

Another factor to be considered is the duration of the 
litigation prior to the motion to transfer. Kasev v. Molybdenum 
(9th Cir. 1969) 408 F.2d 16, 20 (Long pending litigation moving 
toward conclusion "is compelling evidence that transfer at this 
point would not serve the interest of justice."); Moore v. Telfon 
Communications Coro. (1978) 589 F.2d 959, 968 (venue did not 
become inconvenient until Moore discharged his San Francisco-based 
attorneys); Arlev v. United Pacific Insurance Company (9th Cir. 
1967) 379 F.2d 183, 185-86, fn. 1. (presence of principal 
witnesses in Oregon, transaction occurred there, case was ready 
for trial supported trials court's decision not to transfer.) 

Since this case has been pending for over four years, 
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including two trips so far to the appellate courts, and but for 
defendants' unsuccessful recusal motion would have gone to trial 
in October 1991, their effort to transfer should be rejected. 

4 . The Motion Is An Effort To Interfere With The 
Aznarans 1 Representation 

An additional factor to be considered in ruling on this 
motion to transfer is the convenience of counsel, "if it bears 
directly on the cost of litigating." Countryman v. Stein Roe & 
Farnham (N.D.I11. 1987) 681 F.Supp. 479, 483. Both counsel for 

the Aznarans are sole practitioners whose respective practices are 
located in Northern California. For said counsel to have to 
commute to and from Texas, instead of to and from Southern 
California, would directly bear on and greatly increase the cost 
of litigation, for plaintiffs and their counsel. 

5. This Court Is The Court Which Is Most Familiar 
With This Litigation And With The Applicable 
California Law. 

The court that is most familiar with the controversy 
should be the court that hears the case. Randall v. J.W. Jenkins 
(E.D. Pa. 1967) 271 F.Supp. 904, 906. In a diversity case, the 

court most familiar with the applicable state law is where the 
case should be tried. Piper Aircraft Co. v. Revno (1981) 454 U.S. 
235, 285. There is no question but that this Court is the court 
that is most familiar with this heavily litigated case. 

13 Indeed, simply for a new court to review the file in this 
case would literally take months. Thus, the delay that would be 
occasioned by the time required for the transferee court "having 
to prepare itself for this complicated case," Securities and 
Exchange Com'n . 587 F.2d at 1156, would be extensive. 
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An important fact to consider is whether there are any 
similar actions pending in other federal district courts. As a 
general rule, duplicative litigation should be avoided and *a case 
should be transferred to a district where a related case is 
pending." Colorado Water Conservation District v. United States 
(1976) 424 U.S. 800, 817. Just as the pendency of a similar 
action in the transferee court is a universally recognized reason 
for granting a change of venue, it is a reason to deny such 
change. Continental Grain Co. v. Barge F.B.L. - 585 364 U.S. 19, 
26 ("To permit a situation in which two cases involving precisely 
the same issues are simultaneously pending in different District 
Courts leads to the wastefulness of time, energy, and money that § 
1404 (a) was designed to prevent.") 

6. The Plaintiffs 1 Choice Of Forum Is Entitled To 

Paramount Consideration 

"As a general rule, the Plaintiff's choice of forum is 
favored in resolving disputes under 28 U.S.C. § 1404 (a)." Gulf 

Oil Corporation v. Gilbert (1947) 330 U.S. 501, 508. In any 

determination of a motion to transfer under 28 U.S.C. § 1404 (a), 
the plaintiff's choice of forum is entitled to great weight, is a 
paramount consideration, and will not be lightly disturbed. 

Shutte v. Armco Steel Coro. (3rd Cir. 1970) 431 F.2d, 22, 25, cert 

denied . (1971) 401 U.S. 910; Heller & Co. v. Godbe Co. (N.D. 

14 This court is familiar with not only the issues in 
Scientology-related litigation, but also with how such litigation 
is conducted. This Court can judicially notice that, in addition 
to the instant case, it has the following Scientology-related 
cases pending before it; Church of Scientology v. United States of 
America CV-90-2042-JMI, Religious Technology Center v. Robin 
Scott CV-85-711-JMI; Religious Technology Center v. Larrv 
Wollersheim, et al. CV-85-7197-JMI. 
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Illinois, E.D. 1984) 601 F.Supp. 319, 321; Waites v. First Energy 
Leasing Coro. (N.D. Illinois 1985) 605 F.Supp. 219, 222. It is 
unfair to deprive a party of the ability to litigate his case in 
the forum of his choice. Levinaer v. Matthew Stuart & Co.. Inc. 
(D.R.I. 1988) 676 F.Supp. 437, 441; Ford Motor Co. v. Rvan (2nd 

Cir. 1950) 182 F.2d 329, 330 (plaintiff's privilege of choosing 
the forum he selected is a factor to be considered as against the 
convenience of witnesses or of parties). The plaintiff's choice 
of forum should prevail, unless the balance as to convenience of 
parties and witnesses is strongly in favor of defendant. Savage 
v. Kaiser Motors (D.Minn. 1953) 116 F.Supp. 433, 434. 

Since Scientology is unable to come close to meeting the 
burden required on a motion to transfer, its motion should be 
denied because it would interfere with the Aznarans' choice of 
forum. 

7. Convenience Of Potential Witnesses Does Not Justify 
Granting The Motion 

In considering the convenience of potential witnesses, the 
court must consider not only the number of witnesses located in 
their respective districts, but also the nature and quality of 
their testimony in relationship to the issues in the case. Waites . 
605 F.Supp. at 222. As a result, it is the burden of the party 
seeking transfer to specify clearly the key witnesses to be called 
and indicate what their testimony will entail. Houk v. Kimberly- 
Clark Coro. (D.C.Mo. 1985) 613 F.Supp. 923, 928. Courts have 
refused to let applications for transfer become "a battle of 
numbers." Thus, the determination is not contingent upon who can 
present the longest list of witnesses. American Standard. Inc, v. 
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The Bendix Corporation (W.D.Mo. 1980)487 F.Supp. 254, 263. 

"The party seeking transfer must clearly 
specify the key witnesses to be called and 
must make a general statement of what their 
testimony will cover. The emphasis must be on 
this showing rather than on numbers. One key 
witness may outweigh a great number of less 
important witnesses." 

Ibid . 

Following is a partial enumeration of witnesses who reside in 
the Los Angeles area. Set forth after the name of each said 
witness is some of the substance of his or her testimony so that 
the Court can see the centrality of such testimony, 
a. Witnesses In L 03 Angeles 

One of the paramount issues in this case is that of 
corporate control and how it is implemented by members of the Sea 
Organization in total disregard of any differences between 
corporate entities. Other than plaintiffs, there are no witnesses 
in the State of Texas who can testify about who controlled the 
Scientology Organization during the period when the Aznarans were 
members. Los Angeles is loaded with them. Many of the same 
witnesses will also be able to testify about defendants' 
mistreatment of the Aznarans and the atmosphere of coercion 
generated by that organization's policies such as Fair Game and 
practices such as Rehabilitation Project Force ("RPF"). Said 
witnesses include, but are not limited to: 

► Laurel Sullivan : Sullivan lives in Los Angeles. 

Sullivan will testify about how the entire Scientology 
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Organization was controlled by L. Ron Hubbard and about Mission 
Corporate Category Sort-Out ("MCCS"), the project that gave rise 
to the current constellation of Scientology's corporate entities, 
including defendants herein. She will further testify that the 
individuals who were on the boards of directors in the Church of 
Scientology of California, or other "churches" did not perform 
either managerial or corporate functions. The legal branch would 
prepare board of directors minutes just for signature. As to major 
purchases or decisions, they were often directed by Mr. Hubbard. 
Undated resignations were procured from members of Boards of 
Directors in advance. 

► Gerald Armstrong ; Armstrong lives in San Anselmo, 
California. Armstrong will testify about how the entire 
Scientology Organization was controlled by L. Ron Hubbard and 
about MCCS. Armstrong will also testify about the coercive 
atmosphere that Fair Game and RPF create in Scientology. 

Armstrong will also testify about Scientology's use of its 
religious status to commit civil and criminal misdeeds and the 
lies that L Ron Hubbard disseminated about himself and which were 
used to cause the Aznarans' to unwittingly place themselves in an 
atmosphere where they could be brainwashed. 

► Charles Parselle : Mr. Parselle lives in Los Angeles. 

Parselle was the lawyer for Scientology who assisted in the 
development, along with Laurel Sullivan, of MCCS. 

► David Miscaviae : David Miscavige lives in Los Angeles. 
Miscavige will testify regarding taking control of Scientology 
before and after the death of L. Ron Hubbard, and how he sentenced 
plaintiff Vicki Aznaran to Happy Valley in retaliation for her 
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separate from the "church* that Schomer operated with Norman 
Starkey, Lymon Spurlock, and David Miscavige. He is expected to 
testify ASI also controlled Scientology non-profits such as Church 
of Scientology International and Scientology Missions 
International, New Era Publications, anything that was part of the 
Scientology empire. 

Schomer is a hostile witness, having signed one of 
Scientology's settlement agreement that prohibits providing 
testimony unless subject to subpena. 

► Marc Yager : Yager is the former head of the Watchdog 

Committee, the secret Sea Organization entity that was used by 
Hubbard, and then by Miscavige to control Scientology's finances. 
He is expected to testify about Scientology's organizational 
structure and Hubbard's and Miscavige's absolute control 
thereover. 

► Mark Rathbun : Rathbun lives in Los Angeles. Rathbun 
was present when the Aznarans were held at the hotel in Hemet and 
coerced into signing releases as a condition of being allowed to 
leave without being declared Fair Game. He also worked with Vicki 
Aznaran on many dirty tricks operations and runs most of 
Scientology private investigators, including Eugene Ingram, Rory 
Wagner, Lee Cotter, Ted Heisig, Bill Rowe, Brian Pickering, Pat 
Little, Donald Cooper, and Kathy Bennett. The foregoing 
investigators all live in Los Angeles and have been used by 
Scientology to investigate and harass the Aznarans, including 
illegally obtaining copies of their telephone records after they 
left Scientology. 

Rathbun is a hostile witness. 
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► Rav Mithoff : Mithoff will testify about how he 

security checked the Aznarans while they were kept at the Hemet 
motel until they signed the releases that are the subject of 
defendant's cross-claim. 

Mithoff is a hostile witness. 

► Vaughn Young : Vaughn Young will testify about the false 
claims about himself that Hubbard used to induce people to expose 
themselves to Scientology. He will also provide testimony 
regarding Fair Game and Rehabilitation Project Force. 

► Stacv Young : She will provide testimony regarding Fair 

Game and Rehabilitation Project Force. 

► Jesse Prince : Prince will provide testimony about 
escaping from the Rehabilitation Project Force with Vicki Aznaran. 

► Mark Bush : Bush will provide testimony about escaping 
from the Rehabilitation Project Force with Vicki Aznaran. 

b. Testimony Regarding Cross-Complaint 

Scientology's entire cross-complaint is predicated upon the 
alleged conspiracy between the Aznarans and Scientology's former 
attorney Joseph A. Yanny. Witnesses who reside in the Los Angeles 
area who can offer relevant testimony are as follows: 

► Joseph A. Yannv : Mr. Yanny will testify about his 

relationship with defendants and with Vicki and Richard Aznaran 
and the assistance he gave them in getting the instant lawsuit 
started. He will also provide testimony regarding defendants' 
harassment of him for allowing the Aznarans' an opportunity to 
obtain justice. 

► Marv Grieco : Ms. Grieco, an associate with Mr. Yanny, 

will testify about the absence of any control by Mr. Yanny over 
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the Aznarans' lawsuit. 


► Lisa Wilske : Ms. Wilske, a former employee of Mr. 

Yanny, will testify about the absence of any control by Mr. Yanny 
over the Aznarans' lawsuit. 

8. Happy Valiev Can Be Viewed From Los Angeles 

An additional reason that the venue motion should be 
denied is that Happy Valley, the location where Vicki Aznaran was 
kept prisoner in conditions so bad that her uterus became 
infected, and concerning which David Miscavige denied her medical 
attention, could be viewed by the Court and the jury. Happy 
Valley is located close to Gilman Hot Springs and is susceptible 
of judicial inspection. 

CONCLUSION 

Under the circumstances, defendants have failed to sustain 
their burden. It is clear that "No matter what the outcome of 
defendants' motion to transfer, either side's potential witnesses 
will be inconvenienced in some way." Levinaer v. Matthew Stuart & 
Co.. Inc. (D.R.I. 1988) 676 F.Supp. 437, 441. Inconvenience is 

simply not enough, particularly in light of all the other 
circumstances of this case, to support granting defendants' 
motion. 

Therefore, the motion should be denied. 


DATED: 


July 26, 1992 



Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
VICKI J. AZNARAN and RICHARD N. 
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DECLARATION OF FORD GREENE 

1. I am an attorney licensed to practice law in the Courts 
of the State of California, am admitted to practice before this 
court, and am an attorney of record for Vicki J. Aznaran and 
Richard N. Aznaran, plaintiffs herein. 

2. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true and correct 
excerpt of the deposition of Richard Aznaran taken on June 13, 
1989. 

3. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a true and correct 
excerpt of the deposition of Richard Aznaran taken on July 5, 

1988 . 

4. Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a true and correct 
excerpt of the deposition of Richard Aznaran taken on September 7, 

1988. 

5. Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a true and correct 
excerpt of the deposition of Richard Aznaran taken on June 14, 

1989. 

6 . Attached hereto as Exhibit E is a true and correct 

excerpt of the deposition of Vicki Aznaran taken on June 28, 1988. 

7. Attached hereto as Exhibit F is a true and correct 

excerpt of the deposition of Vicki Aznaran taken on July 7, 1988. 

8 . Attached hereto as Exhibit G is a true and correct 

excerpt of the deposition of Marjorie Aznaran taken on July 26, 
1988. 

9. Attached hereto as Exhibit H is a true and correct 
excerpt of the deposition of William Aznaran taken on July 26, 
1988. 

10. Attached hereto as Exhibit I is a true and correct 
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excerpt of the deposition of Evelyn McRae taken on July 27, 1988 

11. Attached hereto as Exhibit J is a true and correct 
excerpt of the deposition of Jack McRae taken on July 27, 1988. 

12 . I am informed and believe and allege thereon that the 
matters as to each of the individuals discussed in Section II-B-7 
of the foregoing memorandum of points and authorities are true and 
correct. 

Under penalty of perjury pursuant to the laws of the State of 
California and the United States I hereby declare that the 
foregoing is true and correct according to my first-hand 
knowledge, except those matters stated to be on information and 
belief, and as to those matters, I believe them to be true. 

Executed on July 29, 1992, at San Anselmo, California 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


VICKI J. AZNARAN AND * 

RICHARD N. AZNARAN * 

* 

VERSUS * 

* 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF * 
CALIFORNIA, INC.; CHURCH * 
OF SPIRITUAL TECHNOLOGY, * 
INC.; SCIENTOLOGY MISSIONS* 
INTERNATIONAL, INC.; * 

RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY , * 

CENTER, INC.; AUTHOR * 

SERVICES, INC.; CHURCH OF * 
SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL,* 
INC.; CHURCH OF * 

SCIENTOLOGY OF LOS * 

ANGELES, INC.; MISSION * 

OFFICE WORLDWIDE; AUTHOR * 
FAMILY TRUST; THE ESTATE * 
OF L. RON HUBBARD; DAVID * 
MISCAVIGE; AND NORMAN * 

STARKEY * 


NO. CV 8 8- 178 6-WDK 


ORAL DEPOSITION OF 


RICHARD N. AZNARAN 


VOLUME 4 


On the 13th day of June 1989, at 10:10 a.m. 
the oral deposition of the above-named witness was taken 
at the instance of the defendants before Roger W. 

Miller, Certified Shorthand Reporter in and for the 
State of Texas, at the offices of Stanley, Harris, Rice, 
3100 McKinnon, Suite 1000, in the City of Dallas, County 
of Dallas, State of Texas, pursuant to the agreement 
hereinafter set forth. 



STANLEY, HARRIS, 


RICE 214-720-4567 
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direction 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

Scientolo 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

that? 

A. 

Q. 

Scientolo 

A. 

Q. 

Director 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

staff 
A. 


ii 


Who are you 
Dean Stokes. 
Dean Stokes 
Franchise. 
Church of — 
gy of Dallas, 
No, it was a 
What was its 
Scientology 


talking about there? 

was' the head of the Dallas -- 

what is called Church of 
was that its name? 
franchise. 

title? Southwest or -- 
of the Southwest. 


Okay. And when did Dean Stokes tell you 


It was early *74. 

At that time were you Executive Director of 
gy Southwest? 

Lord, no. 

When did -- did you ever become Executive 
of that organization? 

In name, I didn't. 

When? 

That would have been '77. 

Okay. So at this point, what was your 
were you a staff member at that organization? 

Yes . 


Q. What position did you hold at the time that 
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Dean Stokes said that to you, told you how evil you 
were? 

A. Flunky. 

Q. Well, did you have a title other than flunky? 

A. No. 

Q. Okay. And were you working sixteen hours a 

day at that point? 

A. At least. I think probably more at that 

point. 


Q. And that was at the Southwest mission or, as 

you call it, franchise? 

A. As they called it franchise. 

Q. In 1974? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Uh-huh. You are sure of that? 

A. Am I sure of what? 

Q. That they were called a franchise in 1974? 

A. To the best of my knowledge, yes. 

Q. All right. So it was Dean Stokes who made 

these statements to you? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And then you -- and you took that at face 


value ? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And you then said, "My wife and I were 
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become the whole basis for me being an evil person. 

Now, so we went in and did the bull-baiting, and Ken 
Kizer was assigned to me to do my bul1-baiting, Ken 
Kizer being the big gun, so to speak, you know what I 
mean, as far as the other guys were bull-baiting each 
other, but I was to have somebody special, this Ken 
Kizer, bull-bait me. 

So things worked out, I mean, I wasn't having 
any kind of response and stuff, so Ken was really 
getting upset, because he wasn't doing what Dean had 
wanted him to do. And unbeknownst to me at that time. 
Dean had sent him in specifically to break me down. So 
Dean called Vicki into a room and told her that -- 

Q. You learned this from Vicki later or from Dean 

later? 

A. Both. 

Q. Okay. 

A. And from Ken Kizer later. 

Q. All right. 

A. And Ken was in there and Ken -- you would have 

to know Ken to take this in the proper context. Ken is 
a little bit strange. Ken is a lot strange. I mean, 
like -- he is just a strange guy. I will leave it that 
way. 

Anyway, Ken was in there. He was all upset 
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Q. When did you remarry? I'm not talking about 

remarrying Vicki. I’m talking about marrying somebody 


else . 


A. 

Yes . 

Q. 

How long after your -- strike that. When did 


your divorce occur? 


A. 

I don't recall. It -- I think it was that 

summer. 


Q. 

Of '74? 

A. 

Yeah. 

Q. 

In Dallas? 

A . 

Yeah. 

Q. 

And how long thereafter did you marry somebody 

else? 


A. 

A year and a half. 

Q. 

Who did you marry? 

A. 

A young lady by the name of Tammy MacLeroy. 

Q. 

And Vicki married Dean Stokes, did she not? 

A. 

That's right. 

Q. 

How long after the divorce did she marry Dean 

Stokes ? 


A. 

A couple of years. I guess. I mean, I don't 


really recall. 

Q. How long after your divorce did you establish 

a relationship with the woman you ultimately married? 
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STATE OF TEXAS ) 

COUNTY OF DALLAS ) 

This is to certify that I, Roger W. Miller, 
Certified Shorthand Reporter in and for the State of 
Texas, reported in shorthand the proceedings conducted 
at the time and place set forth in the caption hereof 
and that the above and foregoing pages contain a full, 
true, and correct transcript of said proceedings. 

Given under my hand and seal of office on this 
the 13th day of June, 1989. 



Roger W. Miller, Certified 
Shorthand Reporter No. 328 
in and for the State of Texas 


My commission expires December 31, 1989 


STANLEY, HARRIS, RICE 214-720-4567 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OP CALIFORNIA 


ICKI J. AZNARAN AND 
ICHARD N. AZNARAN 

ERSUS * NO. CV 88-1786-WDK 

HURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OP 
ALIPORNIA, INC.; CHURCH 
P SPIRITUAL TECHNOLOGY, 

NC.; SCIENTOLOGY 
ISSIONS INTERNATIONAL, 

NC.; RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY 
ENTER, INC.; AUTHOR 
ERVICES, INC.; CHURCH 
P SCIENTOLOGY 
NT ERNATIONAL, INC.; 

HURCH OP SCIENTOLOGY OP 
,OS ANGELES, INC. ; 

1ISSION OPPICE WORLDWIDE; 

AUTHOR FAMILY TRUST; THE 
ESTATE OP L. RON HUBBARD; 

• AVID HISCAVIGE; AND 
IORHAN STARKEY 

ORAL DEPOSITION OF 
RICHARD N. AZNARAN 
VOLUME 2 

On the 5th day of July, 1988, at 

% 

9i00 i.a., the oral deposition of the above-named 
witness vas taken at the instance of the Defendants 
before Roger W. Miller, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
Ln and for the State of Texas, at the offices of 
?ohan, Simpson, Covli3haw, Aranza 6 Wulff, 
in the City of Dallas, County of Dallas, State of^ 
rexas, pursuant to the agreement hereinbefore set forth 
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n and off aincc then. 

Q When did you first hear of the Church of 

lei ent ology ? 

A When I returned from the Marines. 

Q What -- when, as best you can pinpoint 

.t, did you fi rst hear of th e Church of Scientology? 

A What day? 

Q What month or year. 

A Oh, I'm — okay. It was 1971, it would 

lave been the latter part of the summer, I think/ 

Q Maybe August? 

A Yeah. 

Q And tell us the circumstances of your 

first hearing about the Church of Scientology. 

A Well, I had returned to Dallas, looked up 

Gary Pranks, and he was involved in it. He was 
working at the Dallas franchise as a staff member, 
or part-tiae staff member, or some kind of 
connection,•and he was all enthralled with it and 
trying to get me to come down. And I refused to go 
down there. I was not interested in any type of 
religion or anything like that, at that time. And 
Gary explained to me that it r eally wasn't a 
relig_io n. He descr lbed _ it_a_o re as a self-help kin d 
o • tx 1 gg • and he tried to -- kept on to me, and off. 
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f the Southwest and the one at Dallas had combined 
nd were now under Dean Stokes, and I was at that 
ranchis e. 

Q What else did you discuss with Gary 

ranks when he was trying to get you interested in 
he Church of Scientology? 

A Concerning the church? 

Q Yes. Concerning the beliefs and 

•ractices of the Church of Scientology and ^ 

icientologists. * 

A We discussed the fact that it wasn't 

really a relig ion, that they did tfrat g<mpiy for tax 
purposes. 


Q 

A 

Q 


When did Gary Pranks tell you that? 
That would have been 1971. 

You don't recall specifically when he 


:old you that? 

A What day or anything? No. It was in 

that initial indoctrination period. I didn't want -• 
I was not interested -- I think I mentioned earlier, 

I was not interested.in getting involved with any 


type of church or reli gion, or w hatever. 

Q So you are saying that as part of an 

indoctrination process Gary Pranks purportedly told 
you that the church was not a church? 
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join church staff? 

A That did not occur until the later part 

_ . _ ^ 

of * 73. 

Q Did there cone a time when you started 

training to give -- to take -- to give auditing? 

A Yes. 

Q When was that? 

A There was two stages of that, actually. 

jThe first stage^ as you advance in Scientology# jfcou 

i t 

are encouraged to learn how to audit so.jt. hat vou^a ad 
| a fellow st udent can audit each other, which is put 
across as a more inexpensive way to advance, through 
these higher levels of Scientology. 

Scientology. I did a little bit of that 
[in 1973 , and then in 1974 I started trying to learn 
how to audit just by studying while I -- I mean, I 
jU3t did it on my own, and then when Stokes -- Dean 
Stokes came back from California — he had gone to 
California that year to do some training. When he 
returned# he started instructing me in how to audit 
himself -- he, himself, started instructing me on 
how to audit. 

I Q That occurred in 1974? 

| A Yeah. 

{ Q Do you remember a woman named Pat 
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tetsell? 

A Yes. 

Q Who was Pat Stetsell? 

A Pat Stetsell was the executive director 

f the Dallas franchise when I initially got into 
ici entology. 


Q And what else? What was your 

elationship with Pat Stetsell? 

A She was the executive director. 


itudent • 


I was a 

-4 

* 


Q 

A 


Q 

ipplica 


Q 


You were a student? 

Yes. 

Do you remember filling out an 
form which we will mark as next. 

(Deposition Exhibit 135 marked.) 
Would you look at that Exhibit No. 135/ 


pi ease. 


Q 


Do you find something funny about the 


K 

Q 

something 
A 

Q 
A 


Oh, yes. On -- are you asking -- 
I just asked you whether you found 
funny. 

Okay. Okay. 

Did you fill this form out? 

I don't recall the exact instance of 
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(Recess.) 

HR. HERTZBERG: Please mark No. 138, 

>1 ea s e. 

(Deposition Exhibit 138 marked.) 

HR. HERTZBERGt The witness is 
:eminded that he is under oath. 

Q Would you look at exhibit No. 138, 

)lease, Hr. Aznaran? 

A Sure. ; 

Q Could you tell us what that is? 

A It appears to be a letter that I wrote to 

find out information about programs for kids. We 
nad a guy named Ken Kizer who had some keys that was 
interested in stuff for his kids, and I wrote off. 

Q When you say "program for kids," what 

kind of program are you talking about? 

A Some type of Scientology program. 

Q And that is your signature that appears 

above the name "Rick Aznaran" at the bottom right of 
the text of the June 18th, 1976, letter? 

A Tes. 

Q Did you — did there come a time when you 

desired to apply for a position with the staff at 

the Plag Land Base? 

A Yes. 
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TATE OP TEXAS ) 

OUNTY OP DALLAS ) 

I, Roger W. Miller, Certified Shorthand 
leporter in and for the State of Texas, certify that 
he foregoing deposition of RICHARD N. AZNARAN was 
eported stenographically by me at the time and place 
.ndicated, said witness having been placed under oath 
>y me, and that the deposition is a true record of 
:he testimony given by the witness. = 

I further certify that I am neither counsel for 
lor related to any party in this cause and am not 
financially interested in its outcome. 

Given under my hand and seal of office on this 
:he 15th day of July, 1988. 




Roger W. Miller, ' Cert ified 
Shorthand Reporter No. 328 in 
and for the State of Texas 
Stanley, Harris, Rice, Cogburn 
Stunkard, Miller fc Associates, 
3100 McKinnon Suite 1000 
Dallas, Texas 75201 


Inc 


My commission expires December 31, 1988. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


VICKI J. AZNARAN AND * 

RICHARD N. AZNARAN * 

* 
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CHURCH OP SCIENTOLOGY OP * 
CALIFORNIA, INC.; CHURCH * 
OF SPIRITUAL TECHNOLOGY, * 
INC.; SCIENTOLOGY * 

MISSIONS INTERNATIONAL, * 
INC.; RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY* 
CENTER, INC.; AUTHOR * 

SERVICES, INC.; CHURCH * 

OF SCIENTOCOGY * 

INTERNATIONAL, INC.; * 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF * 
LOS ANGELES, INC.; * 

MISSION OFFICE WORLDWIDE; * 
AUTHOR FAMILY TRUST; THE * 
ESTATE OF L. RON HUBBARD; * 
DAVID MISCAVICE; AND * 

NORMAN STARKEY * 


NO. CV 88-1786-WDK 


ORAL DEPOSITION OP 
RICHARD N. AZNARAN 


On the 7th day of September, 1988, at 
10tl5 a.m., the oral deposition of the above-named 
witness was taken at the instance of the Defendants 
before Roger W. Miller, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
in and for the State of Texas, at the offices of 
Cohan, Simpson, Cowlishaw, Aranza & Wulff, 
in the City of Dallas, County of Dallas, State of 
Texas, pursuant to the agreement hereinbefore set forth 
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Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 


Through whom? 

I contacted Alan Walters and asked -- 
Where is Alan Walters? 

A1 Walters is here in Dallas. 

Okay. What did he do? 

I don’t know. I think he runs some kind 


of consulting service or something. 


Did he — is he an ex-Scientologist? 
Oh, yes. 

When do you recall contacting Alan 


Q 
A 
Q 

Walters? 

A Well, it was prior to that. I -- I'm 

guessing, but a couple of weeks prior to that. 

Q A couple of weeks prior to February 

21st? 

A I mean. I’m guessing, a couple of weeks, 

a month. I don't know. Prior to that. I had 
contacted Alan and asked him if he knew how to get 
hold of Bill Franks. 

Q What was your purpose in wanting to get 

hold of Bill Franks? 

A Bill Pranks was a very good friend of 

mine. 

Q What -- when he was in the church? 

A Yeah. 
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1 

Q 

He was ED Int., Executive Director 

2 

International? 


3 

A 

He was the first Executive Director 

4 

International. 


5 

Q 

And you knew hira in that — how 

long had 

6 

you known hira in the church? 


7 

A 

Several years. 


8 

0 

How many? 


9 

A 

I think around four. 


10 

Q 

And you were very friendly with 


11 

hira? 



12 

A 

Yes. We were very good friends. 


1 3 

Q 

And you — from the time he had 

left the 

1 4 

church until February of 1988, you had not 

spoken 

1 5 

with hira. 

I take it? 


16 

A 

No. 


17 

Q 

Okay. And now you wanted to establish 

18 

that line? 



19 

A 

Yeah. I wanted to talk to him. 


20 

Q 

Did you have a specific purpose 

i n 

21 

wanting to 

talk to hira? 


22 

A 

Just to make -- other than because he was 

23 

a friend? 



24 

Q 

Yes. 


25 

A 

No . 
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STATE OF TEXAS ) 

COUNTY OF DALLAS ) 

I, Roger W. Miller, Certified Shorthand 
Reporter in and for the State of Texas, certify that 
the foregoing deposition of RICHARD N. AZNARAN was 
reported stenographica11y by me at the time and place 
indicated, said witness having been placed under oath 
by me, and that the deposition is a true record of 
the testimony given by the witness. 

I further certify that I am neither counsel for 
nor related to any party in this cause and am not 
financially interested in its outcome. 

Given under ray hand and seal of office on this 
the 7th day of September, 1988. 




Rbger-'W. Miller, Certified 
Shorthand Reporter No, 1357 in 
and for the State of Texas 
Stanley, Harris, Rice, Cogburn, 
Stunkard, Miller 6 Associates, Inc 
3100 McKinnon, Suite 1000 
Dallas, Texas 75201 


My commission expires December 31, 1988. 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


VICKI J. AZNARAN AND 
RICHARD N. AZNARAN 


VERSUS 
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CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF * 
CALIFORNIA, INC.; CHURCH * 
OF SPIRITUAL TECHNOLOGY, * 
INC.; SCIENTOLOGY MISSIONS* 
INTERNATIONAL, INC.; * 
RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY * 
CENTER, INC.; AUTHOR * 
SERVICES, INC.; CHURCH OF * 
SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL,* 
INC.; CHURCH OF * 
SCIENTOLOGY OF LOS * 
ANGELES, INC.; MISSION * 
OFFICE WORLDWIDE; AUTHOR * 
FAMILY TRUST; THE ESTATE * 
OF L. RON HUBBARD; DAVID * 
MISCAVIGE; AND NORMAN * 
STARKEY * 


ORAL DEPOSITION OF 
RICHARD N. AZNARAN 
VOLUME 5 


On the 14th day of June 1989, at 10:15 a.m. 
the oral deposition of the above-named witness was taken 
at the instance of the defendants before Roger W. 

Miller, Certified Shorthand Reporter in and for the 
State of Texas, at the offices of Stanley, Harris, Rice, 
3100 McKinnon, Suite 1000, in the City of Dallas, County 
of Dallas, State of Texas, pursuant to the agreement 
hereinafter set forth. 



STANLEY, HARRIS, RICE 214-720-4567 












1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

1 1 

12 

13 

1 4 

1 5 

1 6 

17 

18 

19 

20 

2 1 

22 

23 

24 

25 


699 

Richard N. Aznaran - Volume 5 6-14-89 

Q. That was your title? 

A. Well, that was, as you know, in Scientology 

they use the term "hats," which means different 
functions that you may handle. 

Q. Uh-huh. 

A. That was the hat I was wearing when I sent 

that letter. 

Q. All right. Very good. Did you, as a result 

of this letter or your activities reflected in the 
letter, get the special bulk third-class rates that you 
Were looking for? 

A. To be honest, I can't a hundred percent 

remember, but I think we did, because I remember us 
having to bundle things up according to zip codes -- 

Q. All right. 

A. -- at a later date. 

Q. I show you, sir, what has been marked as a 

series of exhibits on the deposition of Ryan Kraus, a 
representative of Wackenhut. The first exhibit in the 
group is 167, and the last is 226. They are not 
consecutive, they are selected documents, exhibits from 
that deposition. 

Q. Now, the first document, which is Exhibit 167 

on the Wackenhut deposition, is a time record for the 
week ending June 14, 1987. Was that the first week*that 
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you worked for Wackenhut? 

A. I don't recall. 

Q. The second sheet is a termination notice dated 

October 29, 1987, in which a report is being made to the 

Texas Board of Private Investigators that your 
employment terminated with Wackenhut on that date, 
October 29th. 

Do you recall that that was about the date 
that you ceased to be employed by Wackenhut? 

MR. GREENE: Excuse me. I have got to 

object, because that mischaracterizes the document. 

MR. COOLEY: You are right. 

MR. GREENE: The document is dated 10-29, 

but the termination was effective 10-26, '87. 

Q. Yeah, October 26. Is October 26 the date of 

termination of your employment with Wackenhut? 1987? 

A. Well, I have to say that at least that's when 

it was official. 

Q. And it states here that the termination was 

for reasons of illness. What illness did you have at 
that time? 

A. I don't recall any illness at that time. 

Q. Is that an accurate statement of the reason 

for the termination? 

A. Not to my knowledge. 
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STATE OF TEXAS ) 

COUNTY OF DALLAS ) 

This is to certify that I, Roger W. Miller / 
Certified Shorthand Reporter in and for the State of 
Texas, reported in shorthand the proceedings conducted 
at the time and place set forth in the caption hereof 
and that the above and foregoing pages contain a full, 
true, and correct transcript of said proceedings. 

Given under my hand and seal of office on this 
the 14th day of June, 1989. 



Roger w"! Miller, Certified 

Shorthand Reporter No. 328 
in and for the State of Texas 


My commission expires December 31, 1989 
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that gave the lecture? 

A Whit Whitford. 

Q And do you remember — I'm sorry, than's 

right. Do you remember the name of the person who 
was a friend of Rick's who came over and suggested 
that you and Rick attend the lecture? 

A Gary Franks. 

Q And what is the best recoilection that 

you have about what was said by Whit Whitford at the 
lecture? 

A He talked about something to do with how 

he — he got an E meter out, and he talked about how 
he could tell what was happening in the minds of the 
various people in the room by himself holding the 
cans and watching the E meter and gave several 
examples of this, or supposedly did, you know. He 
said that it would not interfere with religious 
beliefs and you could attend whatever church you 
were already in, whether you were a Baptist or 
whatever, and not to be concerned about the fact 
that it was called a church, because, in fact, that 
was just something that we would understand later 
and really had nothing to do with anything and that 
we could tell our parents that we were still 
Catholic, Baptist, whatever we night happen to be. 
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He talked about engrams, what they were. And that 
he could tell who in the room had engrans by holding 
the E meter, himself, not the other people in the 
room. And that he had been personally trained by 
Hubbard on the ship, which I believe was the Apollo, 
I guess, at the time. He talked about taking 
personality tests and that after his lecture you 
could take one, and it would be scored for you by a 
staff member, and you could get a personal interview 
with the staff member, and they would tell you what 
you needed or what could be done for any specific 
problem you might have, or whatever. 

Q Incidentally, you mentioned Hubbard. Is 

that a reference to L. Ron Hubbard? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you ever meet L. Ron Hubbard? 

A Mo, Ididnot. 

Q Did you ever receive any correspondence 

from L. Ron Hubbard addressed to you? 

A In regards to me? I'm sorry, I didn't 

totally hear you. 

Q No, did you ever receive any 

correspondence which L. Ron Hubbard wrote to you? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And what correspondence was that? 
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STATE OF TEXAS ) 

COUNTY OF DALLAS ) 

I, Roger W. Miller, Certified Shorthand 
Reporter in and for the State of Texas, certify that 
the foregoing deposition of VICKI J. AZNARAN 
reported stenographically by me at the time and place 
indicated, said witness having been placed under oath 
by me, and that the deposition is a true record of 
the testimony given by the witness. 

I further certify that I am neither counsel for 
nor related to any party in this cause and am not 
financially interested in its outcome. 

Given under my hand and seal of office on this 
the 23th day of June, 1988. 
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Roger V7. Mill^f, Certified 
Shorthand Reporter Ho. 1357 in 
and for the State of Texas 
Stanley, Harris, Rice, Cogburn, 
Stunkard, Miller & Associates, Inc. 
3100 McKinnon, Suite 1000 
Dallas, Texas 75201 


My commission expires December 31, 1988. 
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ORAL DEPOSITION OP 
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LOtOO a•m., the oral deposition o 
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before Roger W. Miller, Certified 
In and for the State of Texas, at 
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in the City of Dallas, County of 
fexas, pursuant to the agreement 


, 1988, at 
f the above-named 
of the Defendants 
Shorthand Reporter 
the offices of 
t Wulff, 

Dallas, State of 
hereinbefore set forth 
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VICKI J. AZNARAN - 

usually means person. 


| A 

You are asking me who represented that? 

Q 

Yes. You have a statement here that 


representations were made to you. I would like to 
know first who made such representations. 

A Well, it is a very generally represented 

thing in Scientology. I mean, it's in the things 
you read, it'3 in -- registrars represent it. 


auditors 

. Is that what you are looking for? T 

Q 

Yes, I want to know specifically -- 

A 

You wanted to know. 

Q 

— as I am entitled to, under the Federal 


Rules of Civil Procedure. Who made specific 
representations to you? 


A 

Pat Stetsell. 

Q 

Okay. 

A 

Dean Stokes. 

Q 

Uh-huh. 

A 

An auditor that used to work for Dean 

Stokes. 

I can't think of his name right this 

minute. 

I can't remember a lot of these people's 


names. Should I just say what I can remember about 
them or -- I just don't remember the names. 


You will have to do the best you can, I 


guess 


Q 
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iavc described in the earlier paragraphs in the 
! o m plaint? 

MR. VAN SICKLE: Object. Calls for 

.egal conclusions and analysis. Lacks foundation, 
fou may answer if you have an understanding. 

A I don't know• 

Q Were any other additional representations 

nade to you as described in paragraph 54 other than 
:hose you have already described to us? - 


\ 


A Oh/ there were representations made to me 

about Hubbard's training and experiences and so 
forth. Nuclear physicist and all that. 

Q Uh-huh. And who made those 

representations to you? 

A Pat Stetsell/ Dean Stokes. 

Q And that would be back in *72# '73? 

A Yes. And it was in some books that I had 

at that time, in the forewords and -- 

Q Can you identify what books those were? 

A Hot off the top of my head, but I may 

still have them. 

Q If you could, check and let us know what 

they are. 

A I will. 

Q Did anyone other than Pat Stetsell and 
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lean Stokes make these representations to you? 

A Case supervisor at CCLA in 1975/ I 

iclieve. 

Q You don’t remember that person's name? 

A Let me think a minute r end I can probably 

remember it. I can't right now f but I will try to 
ihink of it. 

Q Okay. 

A It was a case supervisor that I did an 

internship under. 

Q What did he say to you? 

A Talked to me about LRH being a nuclear 

physicist and scientist and things like that. 

Q Anything else other than those two 

things? 

A Hot that I recall. 

Q Okay. And that is basically what Pat 

Stetsell and Dean Stokes told you in the same — 

A Ph.d. -- yeah/ generally. 

Q Okay. Look at paragraph 61. Paragraph 

61 sayS/ •Commencing in or about 1972/ plaintiffs 
entered into oral and written agreements with 
plaintiffs." I assume that that is a typo and you 
mean/ "plaintiffs entered into agreements with 


defendants"? 
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VOLUME 7 


IT ATE OE TEXAS ) 

:OUNTY OF DALLAS ) 

I, Roger W. Miller, Certified Shorthand 
Reporter in and for the State of Texas, certify that 
:he foregoing deposition of VICKI J. AZNARAN was 
reported atenographically by me at the tine and place 
Indicated, aaid witness having been placed under oath 
ay me, and that the deposition ia a true record of 
:he testimony given by the witness. 

I further certify that I am neither counsel for 
nor related to any party in this cause and am not 
financially interested in its outcome. 

Given under my hand and seal of office on this 
the 7th day of July, 1988. 


Roger W. Miller, Certified 
Shorthand Reporter No. 328 in 
and for the State of Texas 
Stanley, Harris, Rice, Cogburn, 
StunJcard, Miller fc Associates, Inc 
3100 McKinnon Suite 1000 
Dallas, Texas 75201 


My commission expires December 31, 1988 
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MARJORIE AZNARAN , 


7-26-88 


1 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


VICKI J. AZNARAN AND 
RICHARD N. AZNARAN ' 

VERSUS 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, INC.; CHURCH 
OF SPIRITUAL TECHNOLOGY, 

INC.; SCIENTOLOGY 
MISS IONS INTERNATIONAL, 

INC.; RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY* 

CENTER, INC.; AUTHOR * 

SERVICES, INC.; CHURCH * 

OF SCIENTOLOGY * 

INTERNATIONAL, INC.; * 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OP * 

LOS ANGELES, INC.; * 

MISSION OFFICE WORLDWIDE; * 

AUTHOR FAMILY TRUST; THE * 

ESTATE OP L. RON HUBBARD; * 

DAVID MISCAVIGE; AND * 

NORMAN STARKEY * 

ORAL DEPOSITION OF 

MARJORIE AZNARAN 


On the 26th day of July, 1988, at 
10:00 a.m., the oral deposition of the above-named 
witness was taken at the instance of the Defendants 
before Jennifer Q. Davenport, Certified Shorthand 
Reporter, in and for the State of Texas, at the offices 
of Stanley, Harris, Rice, 3100 McKinnon, Suite 1000, 
in the City of Dallas, County of Dallas, State of 

agreement hereinafter set forth. 



* 
■* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
' * 
* 


NO. CV 8 8-17 86-WDK 


Texas, pursuant to the 
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STATE OP TEXAS ) 

COONTY OP DALLAS ) 

I, Jennifer Q. Davenport, Certified Shorthand 
Reporter in and for the State of Texas, certify that 
the foregoing deposition of MARJORIE AZNARAN was 
reported stenographically by me at the time and place 
indicated, said witness having been placed under oath 
by me, and that the deposition is a true record of 
the testimony given by the witness. 

I further certify that I am neither counsel for 
nor related to any party in this cause and am not 
financially interested in its outcome. 

\ 

Given under my hand and seal of office on this 
the 26th day of July, 1988. 


• jy. 


/, 


r 


>Tennif er Q. Davenport, Certified 
Shorthand Reporter No. 1683 in 
and for the State of Texas 
Stanley, Harris, Rice, Cogburn, 
Stunkard, Miller & Associates, Inc 
3100 McKinnon Suite 1000 
Dallas, Texas 75201 

My certification expires 12-31-88 
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E. AZNARAN 


7-26-88 


1 


\ 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


ICKI J. 
ICHARD N 


AZNARAN AND 
. AZNARAN 


ERSUS 



* 

* 

* . 

* NO. CV 88-1786-WD K 

.* 


HURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
ALIFORNIA, INC.; CHURCH 
F SPIRITUAL TECHNOLOGY, 
NC.; SCIENTOLOGY 
IS SIONS INTERNATIONAL, 
NC.; RELIGIOUS-TECHNOLOGY 
ENTER, INC.; AUTHOR 
ERVICES, INC.; CHURCH 
F SCIENTOLOGY 
NT ERNATIONAL, INC.; 

HURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
OS ANGELES, INC.; 

, I SS ION OFFICE WORLDV7 ID E; 
,UTHOR FAMILY TRUST; THE 
ISTAT E OF L. RON HUBBARD; 
iAVID HISCAVIGE; AND 
IORMAN STARKEY 




ORAL DEPOSITION OF 


WILLIAM E. AZNARAN 

On the 26th day of July, 19 
:00 p.m., the oral deposition of the 
itness was taken at the instance of t 
efore Jennifer Q. Davenport, Certified Shorthand 
eporter, in and for the State of Texas, at the offices 
f Stanley, Harris, Rice, 3100 McKinnon, Suite 1000, 
n the City of Dallas, County of Dallas, State of 
exas, pursuant to the agreement hereinafter set forth. 



abov e-naiaed 
he Defendants 
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WILLIAM E. AZHARAN 


7-26-88 


STATE OP TEXAS ) 

COUNTY OF DALLAS ) 

I, Jennifer Q. Davenport, Certified Shorthand 
Reporter in and for the State of Texas, certify that 
the foregoing deposition of WILLIAM E. AZNARAN was 
reported stenographically by me at the time and place 
indicated, said witness having been placed under oath 
by me, and that the deposition is a true record of 
the testimony given by the witness. 

I further certify that I am neither counsel for 
nor related to any party in this cause and am not 
financially interested in its outcome. 

Given under my hand and seal of office on this 
the 26th day of July, 1988. 




Jennifer Q. Davenpor.t, Certified 
Shorthand Reporter No. 1683 in 
and for the State of Texas 
Stanley, Harris, Rice, Cogburn, 
Stunkard, Miller & Associates, Inc 
3100 McKinnon Suite 1000 
Dallas, Texas 75201 


1683 in 


My certification expires 12-31-88 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


VICKI J. AZNARAN AMD * 

RICHARD N. AZNARAN * 

* 

VERSUS * 

* 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF * 
CALIFORNIA, INC.; CHURCH * 
OF SPIRITUAL TECHNOLOGY, * 
INC.; SCIENTOLOGY * 

MISSIONS INTERNATIONAL, * 
INC.; RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY* 
CENTER, INC.; AUTHOR * 

SERVICES, INC.; CHURCH * 

OF SCIENTOLOGY * 

INTERNATIONAL, INC.; * 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF * 
LOS ANGELES, INC.; * 

MISSION OFFICE WORLDWIDE; * 
AUTHOR FAMILY TRUST; THE * 
ESTATE OF L. RON IIUBDARD; * 

DAVID MISCAVIGE; AND * 

NORMAN STARKEY * 


NO. CV 88-1786-WDK 


ORAL DEPOSITION OF 


EVELYN MCRAE 



On the 27th■day of July, 1988, at 
10:00 a.m., the oral deposition of the above-named 
witness was taken at the instance of the Defendants 
before Jennifer Q. Davenport, Certified Shorthand 
Reporter, in and for the State of Texas, at the offices 
of Stanley, Harris, Rice, 3100 McKinnon, Suite 1000, 
in the City of Dallas, County of Dallas, State of 
Texas, pursuant to the agreement hereinafter set forth. 
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STATE OP TEXAS ) 

COUNTY OF DALLAS ) 

I, Jennifer Q. Davenport, Certified Shorthand 
Reporter in and for the State of Texas, certify that 
the foregoing deposition of EVELYN MCRAE was 
reported stenographically by me at the time and place 
indicated, said witness having been placed under oath 
by me, and that the deposition is a true record of 
the testimony given by the witness. 

I further certify that I an neither counsel for 
nor related to any party in this cause and am not 
financially interested in its outcome. 

Given under my hand and seal of office on this 
the 27th day of July, 1988. 



Jennifer Q. Davenport, Certified 
Shorthand Reporter Ho. 1683 in 
and for the State of Texas 
Stanley, Harris, Rice, Cogburn, 
Stunkard, Miller & Associates, Inc. 
3100 McKinnon Suite 1000 
Dallas, Texas 75201 

My certification expires 12-31-88 
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1 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


VICKI J. A3NARAN AND * 

RICHARD N. AZNARAN * 

* 

VERSUS * 

* 

CHURCH OP SCIENTOLOGY OF * 
CALIFORNIA, INC.; CHURCH * 
OF SPIRITUAL TECHNOLOGY, * 
INC.; SCIENTOLOGY * 

MISSIONS INTERNATIONAL, * 
INC.; RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY* 
CENTER, INC.; AUTHOR * 

SERVICES, INC.; CHURCH * 

OF SCIENTOLOGY * 

INTERNATIONAL, INC.; * 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF * 
LOS ANGELES, INC.; * 

MISSION OPPICE WORLDWIDE; * 
AUTHOR FAMILY TRUST; THE * 
ESTATE OF L. RON HUBBARD; * 
DAVID MISCAVIGE; AND * 

NORMAN STARKEY * 



NO. CV 8 8-178 6-VJDK 



ORAL DEPOSITION OF 


fr^,\ i D)\y 


JACK HEWITT MCRAE 

%U ! 

On the 27th day of July, 1988, at 
4:30 p.ra., the oral deposition of the above-named 
witness was taken at the instance of the Defendants 
before Jennifer Q. Davenport, Certified Shorthand 
Reporter in and for the State of Texas, at the offices 
of Stanley, Harris, Rice, 3100 McKinnon, Suite 1000, 
in the City of Dallas, County of Dallas, State of 
Texas, pursuant to the agreement hereinafter 3et forth 
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JACK HEWITT MCRAE - 7-27-88 

STATE OF TEXAS ) 

COUNTY OF DALLAS ) 

1/ Jennifer Q. Davenport, Certified Shorthand 
Reporter in and for the State of Texas, certify that 
the foregoing deposition of JACK HEWITT MCRAE was 
reported st enogr aphically by rae at the tine and place 
indicated, said witness having been placed under oath 
by me, and that the deposition is a true record of 
the testimony given by the witness. 

I further certify that I am neither counsel for 
nor related to any party in this cause and am not 
financially interested in its outcome. 

Given under my hand and seal of office on this 
the 27th day of July, 1988. 



Shorthand Reporter "No. 1683 in 
and for the State of Texas 
Stanley, Harris, Rice, Cogburn, 
Stunkard, Miller & Associates, Inc. 
3100 McKinnon Suite 1000 
Dallas, Texas 75201 


My certification expires 12-31-88 


c»- a n i #v . Harris, Rice 741-4567 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 


I am employed in the County of Marin, State of California. I 

am over the age of eighteen years and am not a party to the above 

entitled action. My business address is 711 Sir Francis Drake 

Boulevard, San Anselmo, California. I served the following 

documents: PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR 

CHANGE OF VENUE TO NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS; ORDER 

on the following person(s) on the date set forth below, by placing 

a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope with postage 

thereon fully prepaid to be placed in the United States Mail at 

San Anselmo, California: SEE SERVICE LIST 


[X] 

(By Mail) 

t ] 

(Personal 


Service) 

[ ] 

(State) 

[X] 

(Federal) 

DATED: July 




I caused such envelope with postage thereon 
fully prepaid to be placed in the united 
States Mail at San Anselmo, California. 

I caused such envelope to be delivered by hand 
to the offices of the addressee. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the 
laws of the State of California that the above 
is true and correct. 


I declare that I am employed in the office of 
a member of the bar of this court at whose 
direction the service was 

1992 
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Aznaran v. Scientology: Service List 


JOHN CLIFTON ELSTEAD 
Attorney at Law 
4900 Hopyard Road, Suite 240 
Pleasanton, California 94588 

Earle C. Cooley 

COOLEY, MANION, MOORE, & JONES, P.C. 
21 Custom House Street 
Boston, Massachusetts 02110 

Laurie J. Bartilson 
BOWLES & MOXON 

6255 Sunset Boulevard, Suite 2000 
Los Angeles, California 90028 

James H. Berry, Jr. 

BERRY and CAHALAN 

2049 Century Park East 

Los Angeles, California 90067 
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